PROPHETIC  CONTROVERSY 
NO.  11. 


Burlington,  Wis.,  Aug.  1,  1910. 
Editor  John  R.  Haldeman:-- 

Dear  Sir:  I have  just  read  your 
last  issue  of  the  Star  and  having 
read  it  through,  a train  of 
thought  followed,  and  I thought  I 
would  drop  a few  remarks  to  you  and 
your  readers.  What  you  say  as  to  the 
paving  of  the  street  east  of  the  temple 
lots  and  its  probable  cost  to  your 
church  members,  really  makes  me  sad, 
for  I know  you  are  few  in  number  and 
can  badly  bear  such  a tax.  And  now 
the  query  with  me  is  this:  As  the 
tendency  of  all  prices  is  upward,  one 
step  downward  may  be  and  two  up- 
ward, can  it  be  otherwise  than  burden- 
some, in  the  coming  years,  to  hold  on 
to  that  lot,  as  you  have  been  holding 
on  to  it?  Understand  me  please,  I do 
not  suggest  the  idea  of  selling  it  to  get 
rid  of  the  burden  of  taxpaying,  but  ask 
the  big  broad  question:  “What  is  go- 
ing to  be  done  with  that  Temple  lot?” 
Isn’t  it  about  time  that  it  was  put  to 
the  use  intended  for  it  by  Revelation 
in  the  early  thirties— 1831? 

Now  there  is  a three-cornered  divis- 
ion of  the  people  calling  themselves 
saints.  One  “The  Church  of  Christ,” 
and  the  other  two  each  calling  itself 
“The  Church  of  Jesus  Christ  of  Latter 
Day  Saints.”  The  first  division,  or 
branch,  claims  the  right  to  build  this 
great  temple,  but  are  too  poor  and  too 
few  in  number  to  build  it.  Each  of 
the  other  two — the  Josephites  and  the 
Brighamites — claim  the  right  to  build 
it  and  are  able  and  willing  to  do  so, 
but  neither  hold  tne  temple  lot  on 
which  it  is  to  be  built;  because  the : 


first  division  holds  the  right  to  the  lot 
and  no  one  of  the  leaders  of  these 
three  divisions  knows  anything  about 
this  matter,  as  to  which  shall  build  it 
or  when  it  will  be  built.  Nor  is  there 
a pound  weight  of  material  provided 
by  either  of  the  three  bodies  to  build 
it.  And  the  enemy  is  already  on  hand 
crying  out  “failure  of  the  prophecy 
that  it  would  be  bfiilt  before  all  the 
generation  who  were  on  the  earth  in 
1832  would  have  passed  away.”  And 
each  consoled  itself  by  saying:  “O,  it 
will  all  come  right  in  its  time.”  “The 
temple  will  be  built  when  its  proper 
time  comes,”  etc.  But,  dear  me,  the 
proper  time  for  the  building  of  that 
temple  was  when  the  corner  stone  was 
laid  in  1832,  it  seems  to  me,  if  the  peo- 
ple themselves  only  had  been  right. 
And  it  surely  ought  to  have  been  built 
before  now.  So  what  is  the  matter? 

Say,  friend  Haldeman,  (just  in  a 
whisper)  after  all,  doesn’t  it  appear 
that  there  is  something  wrong  some- 
where with  the  people?  After  all  our 
piety  and  our  “wonderful  works,”  and 
our  most  earnest  declaiming  against, 
and  condemnation  of  this  and  that,  we 
have  fulfilled  some  very  important 
prophecies  touching  these  days?  You 
would  never  think,  would  you,  that  the 
great  mass  of  the  people  called  Latter 
Day  Saints,  could  nave  fulfilled  the 
following,  written  by  Nephi,  second 
book,  chap.  11:16,  and  pointing  direct- 
ly to  these  days:  “For  behold  all  ye 
that  do  iniquity,  stay  yourselves  and 
wonder,  for  ye  shall  cry  out  and  cry: 
yea,  ye  shall  he  drunken,  but  not 
with  wine,  ye  shall  stagger,  but  not 


with  stronfc  drink;  for  behold  the 
Lord  hath  poured  out  upon  you  the 
spirit  of  deep  sleep?  for  behold  ye  have 
closed  your  eyes  and  ye  have  rejected 
the  proplietti  and  ^voiir  rulers,  and  the 
seers  hath  He  covered  (hidden)  be- 
cause of  your  iniquity.” 

Now  should  one  consult  anyone  of 
these  bodies,  they  would  all  say:  “No 
WE  have  rejected  no  prophet,  except 
false  ones.”  But  you  all  claim  to  be- 
lieve in  the  Doctrine  & Covenants,  do 
you  not?  “O  yes,  to  be  sure  we  believe 
in  the  Good  Book  of  Doctrine  & Cov- 
'enants.”  But  what  about  this  given 
in  September,  1830?  “I  have  given  un- 
to him  (Joseph)  the  keys  of  the  mys- 
teries and  the  revelations  which  are 
sealed  until  I shall  appoint  unto  them 
another  in  his  stead.”  And  THIS, 
given  in  March,  1833:  “Nevertheless 
through  you  (Joseph)  shall  the  oracles 
(the  revelations  intended  for  the 
church  after  Joseph  was  taken)  be  giv- 
en to  another,  yea,  even  unto  the 
church.”  And  this:  That  in  no  case 
should  anyone  be  appointed  to  receive 
commandments  and  re%'elations  for  the 
church,  “except  it  be  through  him, 
(Joseph)”  given  in  February,  1831. 
And  that  if  even  the  gift  should  be 
taken  from  him  “he  should  not  have 
power  (then)  except  to  appoint  another 
in  his  stead.”  (Same  Rev.  par.  1.) 

In  harmony  with  this,  we  read  that 
the  president  of  the  church  and  his 
two  counselors  in  the  presidency  of 
the  church  are  appointed  by  Revela- 
tion. (Given  in  February,  1834.)  Here 
then  we  have  the  law  and  the  testi- 
mony of  God  that  Joseph  the  Seer  was 
to  have  a succcessor  and  that  Joseph 
was  to  appoint  him  by  revelation  from 
God.  And  in  the  next  place,  we  must 
enquire:  Who  received  such  an  ap- 
pointment through  Joseph  Smith  by 
revelation?  Young  Joseph  Smith?  Oh 
no,  he  simply  denies  any  such  an  ap- 


pointment. Brigham  Young?  Oh  no, 
he  denied  that  most  pointedly. 
Granville  Hedrick?  Oh  no,  he  denies 
that  by  saying  that  Joseph  was  a false 
prophet  from  1834  to  his  death.  Zenos 
Gurley?  Oh  no,  he  denied  that  God 
raised  up  anyone  through  Joseph  up 
to  1852,  and  said,  God  commanded  him 
to  cast  off  all  who  from  the  death  of 
Joseph  in  1844  to  1852  had  “claimed  to 
be  prophets.”  Jason  W.  Briggs?  Oh 
no,  he  and  Zenos  H.  Gurley  were  one 
in  their  denial  of  this. 

But  surely  somebody  must  have  re- 
ceived such  an  appointment  through 
Joseph  Smith,  or  else  what  good  is 
Mormonism  any  way?  James  J. 
Strang?  Yes,  Oh  yes,  Mr.  Strang  did 
receive  just  such  an  appointment!  One 
only  could  be  appointed,  for  one  only 
was  spoken  of  and  one  only  was  neces- 
sary. Therefore  all  other  claimants, 
as  Mr.  Strang  has  affirmed  and  taught 
all  through  his  ministry,  are  impostors 
and  deceivers!  Mr.  Strang  also  claims 
that  at  the  very  moment  of  Joseph’s 
death,  on  the  27th  day  of  June,  1844, 
at  6:30  o’clock  in  the  afternoon,  a 
heavenly  messenger  came  to  him, 
saluted  him,  and  anointed  and  ordain- 
ed him  to  stand  in  Joseph  Smith’s 
stead.  And  most  assuredly,  the  man 
who  held  the  letter  containing  the 
I’evelation  of  appointment  was  the 
proper  man  to  tell  how  and  by  whom 
he  was  ordained  to  stand  in  Joseph 
Smith’s  stead.  The  man  that  takes  a 
hold  of  Mr.  Strang’s  testimony  and  the 
letter  of  appointment,  takes  the 
straight  road  leading  to  the  true  and 
living  faith  of  Jesus  Christ.  Take  the 
road  of  any  other  claimant  and  you 
will  get  into  crooked  and  contradictory 
paths,  a labyrinth  of  sophistry,  a maze 
of  difficulties,  out  of  which  your  lead- 
ers can  never  extricate  you.  They  will 
be  much  more  inclined  to  tell  you  to 
leave  such  and  such  questions  alone, 
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or  to  pronounce  a curse  upon  all  those 
who  would  investigate  the  claims  of 
any  other,  as  the  leaders  in  Nauvoo 
did  soon  after  Joseph’s  death.  And 
while  the  Almighty  says:  “Come  now 
and  let  us  reason  together.”  '‘Prove 
all  things  and  hold  fast  that  which  is 
good.”  “Call  upon  your  enemies  to 
meet  you,  both  in  public  and  in 
private,  and  inasmuch  as  ye  are  faith- 
ful, their  folly  shall  be  made  manifest; 
wherefore  let  them  bring  forth  their 
strong  reasons  against  the  Lord.”  (Is. 
1:18;  1st  Thess.  5:1;  Doc.  & Cov.  sec.  61:2). 
These  will  advise  you  hold  your  peace. 
“Don’t  argue  with  those  enemies,” 
“you  will  only  advertise  them,”  “Ig- 
nore them  as  beneath  your  notice,”  etc. 
Very  good  sectarian  counsel  but  no 
prophet  of  God  ever  dealt  in  that  sort 
of  advice. 

“And  this  ye  shall  know  assuredly, 
that  there  is  none  other  appointed  un- 
to you  (the  church)  to  receive  revela- 
tions and  commandments  until  he  be 
taken,  if  he  abide  in  me;  and  if  not, 
another  will  I plant  in  his  stead.” 
(Doc.  & Cov.  sec.  43:1.)  So  you  see  by 
this  promise  the  Saints  were  fully  as- 
sured that  when  Joseph  was  taken 
there  would  be  somebody  already  in 
possession  of  a revelation  appointing 
him  to  stand  in  Joseph’s  stead.  And 
it  is  surprising  to  me  that  those  fol- 
lowers of  Granville  Hedrick  who  call 
themselves  the  Church  of  Christ,  and 
who  claim  or  profess  that  Joseph 
Smith  was  a true  prophet  up  to  1833, 
have  never  looked  around  after  Joseph 
was  “taken”,  to  see  who  it  was  that 
Joseph  appointed  by  revelation  in  ful- 
fillment of  the  above  promise.  One 
other  thing  is  very  surprising  also,  for 
in  connection  with  the  above  prom- 
ise God  says:  “But  verily  I say  unto 
you,  that  none  else  shall  be  appointed 
unto  this  gift,  except  it  be  through 
him  (Joseph),”  and  right  here  God 


makes  this  a law  to  the  whole  church, 
utterly  forbidding  them  to  receive  any 
revelation  or  commandment  from  any 
other  man,  but  he  who  was  appointed 
by  revelation  from  God  through 
Joseph.  Yet  this  so-called  Church  of 
Christ,  utterly  regardless  of  this  law, 
receive  the  revelations  of  Granville 
Hedrick,  who  was  not  only  not  appoint- 
ed by  revelation  through  Joseph,  but 
undertook  to  teach  that  Joseph  was  a 
false  prophet  from  1833,  or  thereabouts, 
to  the  end  of  his  life.  And  of  course, 
with  full  faith  and  confidence  in  Mr. 
Hedrick’s  revelations,  you  along  with 
the  rest  must  necessarily  reject  the 
one  whom  God  did  appoint  by  direct 
revelation  through  Joseph.  Verily 
this  puts  you,  friend  Haldeman,  and 
all  others  of  your  faith,  in  a very  in- 
teresting sort  of  position — professing 
that  Joseph  was  a true  prophet  up  to 
1833  to  1834,  and  utterly  disbelieving 
in  and  rejecting  the  very  revelations 
which  he  gave  when  he  wiis,  as  you 
say,  a true  prophet.  The  Jews  were 
accused  of  many  gross  inconsistencies 
by  the  Lord  Jesus,  such  as  professing 
faith  in  Moses  and  the  prophets,  while 
they  rejected  and  condemned  to  death 
the  mighty  prophet  whom  they  had  all 
so  clearly  pointed  out.  “Had  you  be- 
lieved in  Moses,  ye  would  also  believe 
in  me,”  said  the  Saviour,  “for  he  wrote 
of  me.”  So  we  may  say  of  the  Hed- 
rickites  and  all  others  who  have  reject- 
ed Mr.  Strang,  “had  ye  believed  Joseph, 
ye  would  also  have  believed  in  James, 
for  Joseph  and  other  prophets  wrote 
of  him.”  I rather  think,  my  friends, 
that  when  the  whole  thing  is  summed 
up,  you  have  but  mighty  little  faith  in 
any  of  the  prophets.  At  any  rate,  the 
God  of  Israel  has  said  in  these  days  of 
Mr.  Strang,  “whosoever  heareth  not 
his  words,  heareth  not  mine.  Whoso- 
ever heareth  not  his  words,  harkeneth 
not  to  the  words  of  those  whom  I have 
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sent”  (that  is,  the  words  of  the  former 
prophets.)  They  that  are  of  the  flock 
hear  his  voice,  if  not  they  go  astray  to 
destruction.  Behold  I am  his  friend, 
for  he  has  been  faithful  unto  me.  And 
the  keys  which  I have  given  him  shall 
not  be  taken  from  him  in  this  world, 
neither  in  the  world  to  come.  They 
that  speak  evil  of  him,  are  enemies 
vnto  7/je,  saith  the  Lord.  They  luive 
given  themselves  unto  lies,  and  their 
hearts  unto  wickedness;  for  he  is 
meeker  than  Moses  and  more  patient 
than  Job  and  has  kept  himself  unpo- 
luted  in  the  midst  of  the  lustful  and 
ungodly  until  they  have  departed  from 
him.  Ye  know  not  patience,  -nor  his 
faith,  nor  his  trials  and  sufferings,” 
(given  Jan.  7,  1849.)  This  shows  the 
character  of  Mr.  Strang  as  a man  and 
God’s  approval  of  his  life  and  services 
and  faithfulness  as  a prophet  of  the 
Most  High. 

Now  look  at  the  position  you  put  the 
Almighty  in,  in  rejecting  Mr.  Strang. 
Joseph  was  a true  prophet  in  1831-32- 
33.  God  ac  this  time  makes  several 
solemn  promises  to  the  saints  that 
none  would  be  appointed  to  lead  the 
church  until  Joseph  was  taken,  and 
that  under  no  circumstances  would 
anyone  be  appointed  to  lead  the 
church,  unless  by  revelntiOn  through 
Joseph,  and  we  were  all  assured  that 
when  he  was  taken  that  there  would 
then  be  someone  so  appointed  to  take 
the  lead  of  the  church  in  his  stead. 

Now  comes  along  the  legally  ap- 
pointed shepherd  bringing  with  him 
the  true  and  faithful  fulfillment  of 
God’s  promises  to  his  people,  the  ap- 
pointing revelation  from  under  the 
hand  of  Joseph,  the  prophet  and  seer 
— and  now  what?  While  Mr.  Strang’s 
testimony  and  arguments  in  behalf  of 
this  appointing  letter  and  revelation 
are  unanswerable  from  every  point  of 
view,  and  in  perfect  harmony  with  the 


word  and  promises  of  God  through 
Joseph  and  all  other  prophets  of  God, 
the  great  mass  are  all  very  much  in 
doubt  about  that  letter— its  coming, 
reception,  genuineness,  etc.,  and  as  if 
God  was  playing  April  fool  with  them 
and  did  not  mean  what  He  said,  the 
very  means  by  which  He  designed  to 
prevent  their  being  deceived,  was  the 
very  means  they  were  most  afraid  of; 
and  in  order  to  prevent  their  being 
deceived,  they  rush  headlong  into  de- 
ception and  delusion,  and  the  very 
men  whom  the  revelations  of  God  for- 
bade them  to  follow  on  pain  of  being 
deceived,  these  were  the  very  men  they 
ran  after.  It  thus  appears,  and  very 
plainly  too,  that  the  appointment  of  a 
successor  by  revelation  from  God, 
would  be  the  closing  act  of  Joseph’s 
ministry,  for  thus  the  language  of  God 
clearly  implies:  “For  I have  given 
him  the  keys  of  the  mysteries  and  the 
revelations  which  are  sealed  until  I 
shall  appoint  unto  them  another  in  his 
stead.”  So  when  this  other  was  ap- 
pointed, of  course  it  was  to  him  that 
we  must  all  look  for  guidance,  as  we 
did  before  to  Joseph.  But  up  stands 
Granville  Hedrick  and  assumes  to  be  a 
revelator  to  the  church,  without  any 
authority  to  do  so  whatever,  and  tells 
us  that  Joseph  was  a false  prophet 
from  between  1833-4,  to  the  end  of  his 
life;  therefoi'e  the  promises  that  God 
made  by  oath  to  his  people  He  was 
unable  to  fulfill! 

To  show  how  much  of  a prophet 
Granville  Hedrick  was,  I will  give  here 
a sample  of  his  prophecies:  “Hear 
now.  Oh  ye  people  of  my  charoh,  take 
counsel  together  that  you  may  escape 
the  awful  calamity  of  war  and  famine, 
which  shall  fall  upon  this  people  of 
the  northern  states,  beginning  in  the 
year  1871,  at  which  time  the  sword 
shall  fall  heavily  upon  the  people  and 
famine  shall  quickly  follow  and  thus 


shall  the  sword  contimie  to  he  drawn 
and  by  bloodshed  shall  this  nation 
war,  and  contend  till  they  are  over- 
thrown and  their  liberties  taken 
away  from  them,  which  shall  termin- 
ate iu  the  year  1878.  Anarchy  and 
destruction  shall  reign  throughout  in 
the  dominions  of  the  wicked.”  Those 
who  feel  like  it  may,  when  reading 
this  prophecy,  sing  out  their  thank- 
fulness for  a prophet  “to  guide  us  iu 
these  latter  days.”  But  as  for  me,  I 
feel  only  supreme  contempt  for  all 
such  prophets  and  prophecies.  Shame 
on  such  stuff. 

Mr.  Granville  Hedrick  didn’t  seem 
to  notice  that  when  a man  arises  up, 
and  gives  a sign  or  a wonder,  and  the 
sign  or  the  wonder  comes  to  pass,  and 
the  object  of  that  sign  or  wonder  is  to 
lead  the  people  away  from  the  law  and 
the  testimony  of  the  Almighty,  that  he 
is  guilty  of  a capital  offense,  according 
to  the  Law  of  God,  as  see  Deut.  13:1-5. 
Thus  has  Mr.  Hedrick  succeeded  in 
leading  away  many  from  the  true 
faith  and  to  regard  the  prophet  Joseph 
Smith  a false  prophet  for  more  than 
two-thirds  of  his  ministry,  and  the 
revelations  which  he  gave  during  that 
time  to  be  worthless  and  false,  con- 
trary to  the  word  of  God  which  he 
gave  to  the  people  of  his  church  on 
the  very  day  of  its  organization,  say- 
ing: “Wherefore  meaning  the  church, 
thou  shalt  give  heed  unto  all  his 
words  commandments  which  he 
shall  give  unto  you,  as  he  receiveth 
them,  walking  in  all  holiness  before 
me;  for  his  word  ye  shall  receive  as  if 
from  mine  own  mouth,  in  all  patience 
faith;  for  by  doing  these  things 
the  gates  of  hell  shall  not  prevail 
against  you;  yea,  and  the  Lord  God 
will  disperse  the  powers  of  darkness 
from  before  you  and  cause  the  heavens 
to  shake  for  your  good  and  his  name’s 
glory.  For  thus  saith  the  Lord  God, 


him  have  I inspired  to  move  the 
cause  of  Zion  in  mig-hty  power  for 
good,”  (given  April  6, 1830.) 

Could  anything  be  more  plain  than 
this?  And  yet  in  spite  of  the  word  of  • 
God  given  later  on,  that  none  else 
should  be  appointed  to  receive  revela- 
tions and  commandments,  except 
through  Joseph  by  revelation,  Mr.  Hed- 
rick arises  up  as  if  God  had  already 
appointed  him  through  Joseph,  and  he 
had  already  been  ordained  to  succeed 
! Joseph,  as  a prophet,  seer,  revelator, 
and  translator  to  the  church,  and  un- 
dertakes to  lead  by  revelation  and 
commandment!  If  there  is  anything 
written  more  impudent  and  presumpt- 
uous of  false  leaders  and  false  teach- 
ers it  does  not  appear  on  the  face  of 
history.  But  to  think  that  a people 
could  be  found  who  could  believe  in 
revelations  so  glaringly  false,  as  those 
of  Granville  Hedrick,  is  marvelous  in- 
deed! Yes,  that  is  a marvelous  fact 
and  a wonder,  that  any  set  of  men 
having  any  faith  in  the  prophets  of 
God,  should  set  up  a man  like  Granville 
Hedrick  against  such  a man  as  Joseph 
the  seer,  and  the  anointed  of  God. 
Who  ever  knew  a prophet  of  God  to 
put  false  revelations  on  record  for  the 
children  of  God  to  be  led  by,  and  de- 
ceived by?  If  such  a vile  thing  has 
ever  been  done  by  any  prophet  of  God, 
will  some  one  arise  and  point  out  the 
book,  chapter  and  verse  or  verses?  If 
God  ever  allowed  his  prophets,  or  any 
of  them,  to  give  false  revelations,  and 
place  them  along  side  of  true  ones, 
may  not  the  Book  of  Mormon,  the  Book 
of  Isaiah,  Jeremiah,  Ezekiel,  Moses 
and  others  of  the  prophets,  be  more 
than  half  lies  and  falsehoods  and  de- 
lusions, as  well  as  the  Doctrine  & 
Covenants?  Why  not?  Oh  we  never 
think  there  is  anything  wrong  with  the 
prophets  of  the  past.  They  are  always 
regarded  as  much  better  men  than  the 


prophets  of  the  present!  The  prophets 
of  the  present  always  needed  very 
close  watching;  they  were  always  so 
liable  to  lead  people  astray,  and  to  de- 
ceive, and  palm  false  revelations  upon 
them.  Hence  the  great  necessity 
of  self-constituted  prophets  bob- 
bing up  every  now  and  then,  one 
here,  and  another  there,  and 
another  yonder,  each  with  his  revela- 
tion, and  each  contradicting  the  other. 
One  telling  us  that  the  prophet  fell 
here,  another  that  he  fell  there  at  an- 
other date,  and  another  that  he  fell 
yonder  at  another  date.  One  says  be 
fell  when  he  introduced  this  doctrine, 
another  when  he  introduced  that  doc- 
trine, and  another-when  he  brought  to 
light  the  other  doctrine.  One  has 
Joseph  fallen  when  he  introduced  the 
office  of  High  Priest;  another  when  he 
introduced  the  law  of  tithing;  another 
when  he  introduced  baptism  for  the 
dead;  and  so  it  was  all  along  through 
his  ministry,  and  just  so  it  was  with 
his  successor,  James  J.  Strang.  It  was 
necessary  that  he  be  constantly  looked 
after  by  self-constituted  prophets,  each 
guided  by  the  standard  of  his  own  long 
venerated  old  traditions,  lest  the 
prophet  lead  the  people  astray.  And 
so  as  often  as  anything  was  brought  to 
light  by  the  prophet  of  God,  the  self- 
constituted  prophets  were  again  on 
hand  to  show  the  people  how  much 
more  reliable  their  revelations  were 
than  those  of  the  nian  whom  God  had 
called  by  his  own  voice,  and  ordained 
by  the  hands  of  heavenly  messengers 
to  carry  his  word  to  the  nations  of  the 
earth.  God  has  said  he  would  have 
those  who  oppose  his  prophets  “in  de- 
rision,” and  if  there  is  any  set  of  men 
on  earth  who  deserve  derision  and  real 
contempt,  it  is  that  very  class  of  self- 
constituted  prophets.  Were  one  to 
take  pains  enough  to  collect  such 
men’s  prophecies  and  revelations  and 


put  them  into  print  for  comparison 
with  each  other  and  with  themselves, 
what  a sorry  mess  of  stuff  they  would 
make  and  what  a bundle  of  contradic- 
tions one  should  find  there!  Some  of 
these  contradict  themselves  in  almost 
every  "sentence  or  paragraph,  but  all 
violate  the  law  and  the  wisdom  of  God. 
The  object  of  all  this  is  to  turn  men 
from  the  truths  of  God,  to  blind  them, 
and  lead  them  to  destruction  and  to 
contend  one  with  another.  Nothing 
pleases  the  inhabitants  of  the  dark 
regions  half  so  well  as  when  a goodly  , 
number  of  these  self-authorized  and 
self-constituted  prophets  arise,  all 
leading  off  in  different  directions,  each 
contradicting  himself  and  each  other 
and  all  contradicting  the  word  of  God!! 
The  devil  of  all  devils  is  delighted  with 
all  this. 

Jesus  and  all  his  apostles  and  proph- 
ets have  most  earnestly  warned  us  to 
‘^‘bewave  of  false  prophets"  saying: 
“Do  men  gather  grapes  of  thorns  or 
tigs  of  thistles?  Ye  shall  lino  w them 
by  their  fruits."  But  what  in  the 
name  of  reason  or  truth  is  the  use  of 
telling  us  to  beware  of  false  prophets, 
if  there  is  no  unerring  rule  left  us  by 
which  to  detect  the  false  from  the 
true?  We  might  as  well  be  told  to  be- 
ware of  counterfeit  coin  when  we  are 
left  no  standard  or  correct  criterion  by 
which  to  distinguish  the  genuine  or 
spurious. 

The  above  admonition  of  the  Saviour 
and  His  apostles  has  been  used  for 
ages  by  Catholics  against  Protestants 
and  Protestants  against  Catholics,  and 
by  Protestants  against  one  another,  as 
often  as  any  new  sect  arose,  which 
their  traditions  condemned.  Then 
again  all  the  sects  make  very  liberal 
use  of  those  words  of  the  • Saviour 
against  the  Mormons  and  Joseph 
Smith  in  particular.  And  again,  those 
divided  Mormons  use  it  veryj  h-eely 
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against  one  another,  and  against  Mr. 
Strang  in  particular.  And  the  prophet 
Joseph  Smith  says  that  the  WORLD 
always  mistook  false  prophets  for  true 
ones,  and  true  prophets,  or  those  sent 
of  God,  they  considered  to  be  false 
prophets,  etc.  So  then  the  world  at 
large,  is  not  capable  of  telling  a false 
prophet  from  a true  one,  or  a true  one 
from  a false  one.  That  is  pretty  clear. 
And  when  Mormons  become  divided, 
they  then  are  of  the  world,  and  they 
are  in  the  mass,  no  more  capable  of 
telling  a true  prophet  of  God  from  a 
false  one,  than  any  of  the  rest.  They 
all  forcibly  remind  one  of  the  drunken 
sea  captain,  who,  when  he  was  told 
that  there  was  something  wrong  with 
the  compass,  reeled  and  staggered  out 
on  deck,  and  pointing  to  the  light  on 
the  jibboom  of  his  own  ship,  says  to 
the  helmsman:  “See  that  star  yonder? 
You  steer  for  that  star  and  all  will  be 
right.” 

They  all  steer  by  the  star  or  the 
light  on  their  own  jibbooms  and  the 
course  is  round  and  round  and  no 
progress  is  made  in  the  knowledge  of 
the  truth.  All  those  who  have  reject- 
ed Mr.  Strang  have  not  only  rejected 
the  last  revelation  that  Joseph  Smith 
ever  gave,  (which  was  the  crowning 
and  last  act  of  his  ministry  on  earth), 
but  they  have  shut  up  the  king  of 
heaven  against  themselves  and  their 
followers,  and  they  know  no  more  now 
of  the  mysteries  of  the  kingdom  of 
heaven  than  they  did  when  Joseph  was 
taken  some  sixty-six  years  ago. 

But,  “by  their  fruits  YE  shall  know 
them.”  What  are  the  fruits  then 
brought  forth  by  a prophet  of  God,  by 
which  we  shall  be  able  to  distinguish 
true  prophets  from  false  ones?  Joseph 
Smith  gave  us,  or  brought  forth  the 
Book  of  Mormon  and  gave  us  many 
revelations.  These  all  have  been  test- 1 
ed  as  gold  and  silver  in  a most  fiery  | 


furnace  of  earth,  and  not  a line,  nor  a 
sentence  in  them  has  ever  yet  been 
discovered  by  even  their  most  fiery 
and  critical  adversaries,  that  opposes 
or  antagonizes  any  part,  word  or  sen- 
tence of  the  word  of  God;  they  have 
been  tested  from  every  possible  view 
point,  theological,  historical,  philoso- 
phical, astronomical,  geographical;  and 
even  where  the  arguments  of  the  ad- 
versaries seemed  most  against  them, 
they  have  in  every  case  turned  out, 
on  examination,'^  to  be  strongest  in 
their  favor,  and  in  behalf  of  Joseph 
Smith  as  a prophet  of  God!  These 
things,  undoubtedly,  figuratively 
speaking,  are  the  grapes  and  figs  refer- 
red to  by  the  Saviour,  which  have  giv- 
en at  least  a half  million  of  men,  wo- 
men and  youths  new  life,  new  hopes, 
hew  aspirations  and  caused  them  to 
rejoice  in  the  Holy  One  of  Israel.  But 
who  can  estimate  the  blessings  that 
flow  from  the  dispensation  of  the  full- 
ness of  times?  But  how,  or  by  what 
means  did  Joseph  accomplish  all  this? 
He  accomplished  it  first  of  all  by  faith; 
by  obedience;  by  the  ministry  of 
fiiig-eis;  by  Urim  and  Thummim;  by 
the  instrumentality  of  the  Holy 
Priesthood,  conferred  by  the  hands  of 
Holy  angels;  by  the  spirit  and  voice  of 
God;  by  the  mysteries  which  he  re- 
vealed, and  the  many  revelations 
which  he  received  from  God;  and  by 
his  translation  of  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tures. Did  all  these,  or  any  of  them, 
come  in  contact  with  the  word  of  the 
Lord  given  by  the  former  prophets? 
Not  in  any  wise,  but  all  are  in  perfect 
harmony  with  all  that  was  given  be- 
fore by  the  prophets  of  God.  Put  all 
these  works  of  Joseph  together  and 
they  would  make  a ponderous  book. 
And  who  could  write  a book  of  even 
one-twentieth  its  size  without  contra- 
dicting himself  and  the  word  of  God  in 
numerous  instances,  unless  constantly 
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guided  by  the  inspiration  of  God? 
None  but  a prophet  of  the  Most  High 
God  could  do  it,  or  ever  did  do  it! 
And  now  what  about  bis  successor  and 
Ms  work?  Would  not  even  little  chil- 
dren naturally  expect  that  every 
prophet  of  God  should  do  very  similar 
works  to  those  of  every  other  prophet 
of  God?  What  is  there  unreasonable 
about  this? 

Of  course  we  look  upon  Mr.  Strang 
as  Joseph  Smith’s  lawful  successor 
and  feel  that  we  can  maintain  his 
claims  against  any  odds;  but  we  can’t 
make  men  believe  when  they  don’t 
want  to  believe;— when  they  think  a 
great  deal  more  of  their  ancient  tradi- 
tions than  they  do  of  the  truths  of } 
God,  well  demonstrated.  We  have  al-  j 
ready  noticed  by  what  means  Joseph  | 
Smith  accomplished  or  brought  forth 
so  many  of  the  precious  things  of  Al- 
mighty God;  and  just  as  Joseph  Smith 
brought  so  many  precious  things  forth, 
by  those  same  instrumentalities  did 
Mr.  Strang  bring  so  many  precious 
things  forth;  that  is,  first  of  all,  by  be- 
ing lawfully  appointed  to  the  prophetic 
office  by  revelation  through  Joseph 
Smith;  second,  by  the  instrumentality 
of  the  Holy  Priesthood  received  under 
the  hands  of  angels;  third,  by  faith 
and  obedience  to  the  commandments 
of  God;  fourth,  by  means  of  the  Unm 
and  Thummim  from  ancient  records; : 
fifth,  by  the  ministry  of  angels  and  the 
voice  of  God.  All  these  things  were 
laid  claim  to  by  Mr.  Strang  and  he 
maintained  them  against  all  odds  and 
adversaries  with  great  power,  force  of 
argument  and  strong  proof. 

Joseph  Smith  said  to  him  in  the  let- 
ter of  appointment:  “The  faith  which 
thou  hast  in  the  Shepherd  and  Stone 
of  Israel,  hath  been  repaid  to  thee  a 
thousandfold,  and  thou  shaft  be  like 
him.”  Joseph  Smith  was  the  Shepherd 
and  Stone  of  Israel,  prophesied  of  by 


Jacob,  to  arise  out  of  the  lineage  of 
Joseph  in  the  latter  days,  and  surely 
James  J.  Strang  was  like  him  in  both 
his  claims  and  ministry  and  in  the 
works  which  he  brought  forth  among 
the  sons  of  men  and  in  being  made  a 
martyr.  As  the  works  of  Joseph  have  | 
maintained  themselves  in  the  face  of  j 
all  opposition  and  proved  themselves  ' 
to  be  the  direct  word  of  God  to  all 

the  earth,  so  have  the  revelations  and 
translations  of  James  J.  Strang  proved 
themselves  to  be  the  word  of  God. 

The  works  of  each  of  those  men  have 
been  searched  and  tested  as  the  works 
of  no  other  men  have  been  tested,  and  ; 
who  is  there  that  has  evex  discovered  a 

line  or  a sentence  inanyof  those  works 

at  war  with  each  other,  with  themselves, 
or  with  the  word  of  God  through  for- 
mer prophets  or  apostles?  But  that 
isn’t  all;  these  works  enlighten  us  on 
many  dark  and  obscure  questions  of 
scripture,  the  understanding  of  which 
we  never  could  have  had  without  them. 

The  works  of  Joseph  Smith  build 
up  and  support  and  bear  witness  to 
the  truth,  of  the  works  of  all  the 
ancient  prophets  and  apostles;  and  the 
works  of  Mr.  Strang  do  the  same 
thing  and  the  works  of  all  others, 
claiming  to  be  prophets  in  the  room  of 
Joseph  Smtth,  pull  down  and  destroy, 
and  at  best  leave  men  with  only  a 
spurious  or  perverted  faith,  in  them 
all. 

But  I anticipate  the  answer  of  all 
anti-Strangites  to  all  this.  “PoiyM'- 
uin.v,”  “POLYGAMY,”  “POLYGAMY,”  is 
all  their  answer;  and  I suppose  they 
are  all  mighty  glad  that  they  have 
something  very  bad,  as  they  suppose, 
to  accuse  him  with. 

,Oh  yes!  And  they  all  feel  “polyg- 
amy” was  a great  disgrace,  and  that 
somehow  they  would  have  converted 
all  the  world  if  it  hadn’t  been  for  po- 
lygamy and  young  Joseph  has  said 
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some  years  ago  that  he  “was  born  to  a 
heritage  of  shame,”  all  on  account  of 
“polygamy”!  Dear  mo,  we  are  sorry 
that  we  can’t  shed  a few  sympathobio 
tears  for  Joseph  and  his  afflicted 
brethren  in  their  great  distress  and  in- 
herited afflictions,  and  we  would  very 
earnestly  advise  these  sorely  afflicted 
people  that  whenever  they  take  a notion 
to  be  born  again  into  this  wicked  world 
that  they  will  put  it  off  to  a more 
favorable  time;  when  the  great  truths 
of  the  gospel  of  Jesus  Christ  will  be 
far  more  popular  everywhere  than  they 
are  now  and  there  will  be  no  persecu- 
tion on  account  of  any  of  its  principles. 
For  who  ever  wrote  of  a time  since  the 
days  of  Adam,  when  the  pure  doctrine 
of  Jesus  Christ  was  popular  in  the 
world.  Just  look  at  the  history  of  the 
coming  forth  of  the  principles  of  this 
dispensation,  one  by  one.  First  Jos- 
eph in  his  innocency  goes  to  inquire 
of  God  which  of  all  the  churches  was 
the  true  church,  that  he  might  join  it; 
two  holy  personages  appear  in  dazzling 
and  glorious  light  and  inform  him  that 
there  was  none  of  them  right,  that 
their  creeds  were  an  abomination  in 
the  sight  of  God,  and  forbade  him  to 
go  after  any  of  them.  This  was  too 
much  to  tell  the  enlightened  ortho- 
doxy of  his  time,  and  the  fire  of  perse- 
cution began.  Next  comes  the  Book 
of  Mormon,  and  more  fuel  was  added. 
Next  came  the  Holy  Priesthood,  and 
tne  flames  of  persecution  mount  high- 
er and  higher.  Next  the  organization 
of  the  church  with  apostles  and  proph- 
ets, High  Priests,  Bishops,  Elders, 
Priests,  &c.  And  the  next  was  the  ap- 
pointment of  gathering  places  and  this 
so  exasperated  Missouri  and  Illinois, 
especially  when  they  found  that  the 
Saints  did  not  favor  slavery,  that  they 
rose  up  and  mobbed  the  people,  killed 
many,  and  finally  drove  them  out  of 
the  state  of  Missouri,  and  afterward 


out  of  Illinois.  So  the  fiercest  perse- 
cutions were,  before  the  principle  of 
plural  marriage  was  named.  But  the 
summing  up  of  all  these  things  is,  that 
the  dispensation  which  Joseph  Smith 
was  chosen  to  usher  in,  is  to  consist 
of  all  the  dispensations  which  God  ever 
gave  to  man;  each  one  to  be  revealed 
in  its  time,  until  they  are  all  revealed 
and  brought  to  light.  Joseph  Smith 
merely  began  this  work,  and  James  J. 
Strang,  when  called  by  revelation 
through  Joseph,  entered  upon  this 
same  work,  where  and  when  Joseph 
left  off,  each  doing  that  part  of  the 
work  which  God  had  assigned  to  him. 
There  are  three  very  good  witnesses 
that  this  will  be  done.  I refer  you 
first  to  Acts  3:20,  21.  Second,  Book  of 
Nephi,  chap.  12:  par.  8,  9,  10  and  latter 
part  of  14.  Third,  to  Joseph  Smith’s 
second  letter  on  “Baptism  for  the 
Dead.”  Doc.  & Cov.,  sec.  110:18;  Lam. 
Ed.  God  says  that  he  is  going  to 
gather  “all  his  words  in  one,”  as  well 
as  all  Israel,  and  he  says  he  is  going 
to  do  this  in  order  to  prove  to  many 
that  he  is  the  same  yesterday,  to-day 
iin<i  forever;  and  that  he  covenanted 
with  Abraham  that  he  would  remember 
his  seed  forever  and  ever. 

And  as  Jacob  is  everywhere  through- 
out the  Scriptures  regarded  as  a 
righteous  man,  it  will  then  be  seen 
that  the  law  that  led  him  in  his  life 
was  no  more  nor  less  than  the  same 
law  that  was  given  to  Moses  in  Horeb, 
with  its  statutes  and  judgments  for  all 
Israel;  and  we  know  that  that  law  jus- 
tified the  taking  of  a plurality  of  wives 
on  the  part  of  righteous  men,  and  God 
commanded  it  in  many  instances. 
That  law  is  to  go  forth  of  Zion  in  these 
latter  days  and  those  who  are  watching 
for  the  coming  of  Christ,  in  this  gen- 
eration, are  required  to  remember  it, 
“with  its  statutes  and  judgments.” 
(Mai.  4th  chap.  Is.  2:1  to  4.  Micah 
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4:1  to  3.)  That  law  was  commanded  to 
H thoiisnnd  generations,  and  accord- 
ing to  (Mathew,  chap.  1:17),  there  can’t 
be  more  than  about  seventy-five  to 
eighty  generations  passed  by  since  the 
days  of  Abraham. 

There  is  no  use  or  need  in  men  sigh- 
ing or  becoming  rampant  or  tearing 
their  hair  because  of  plural  marriage; 
the  persecution  or  opposition  that  has 
followed  that  doctrine  is  only  what  has 
followed  every  other  principle  of  our 
faith,  as  they  came  forth,  one  by  one 
from  the  beginning;  and  just  as  this 
persecution  and  opposition  have  fol- 
lowed all  these  in  the  past,  so  it  is 
only  reasonable  to  expect  that  they 
will  follow  the  coming  forth  of  every 
other  principle  of  God’s  law,  in  their 
coming  forth  in  the  future,  for  surely 
there  are  many  other  great  principles 
of  that  law  still  to  be  revealed. 

Those  who  oppose  the  doctrine  of 
plural  marriage  simply  argue  that  the 
house  of  Israel  hud  no  right  to  be. 
And  I do  not  know  where  there  ever 
was  a better  house  I’aised  up,  notwith- 
standing all  their  weakness,  failures 
and  shortcomings.  “Salvation  is  of  the 
Jews,”  says  Jesus.  Jesus  took  taber- 
nacle in  that  house.  The  salvation  of 
man  hangs  upon  the  promises  of  God 
made  to  that  house.  That  house  is  de- 
signed to  rule  ail  the  earth  and  to 
bring  in  everlasting  righteousness  up- 
on it.  All  that  we  have  of  the  wisdom 
of  God  and  the  plan  of  salvation,  we 
have  received  from  that  house.  All 
the  prophets  and  apostles  have  been  of 
that  house.  The  great  promises  made 
to  Abraham,  Isaac,  Jacob  and  David, — 
and  these  were  plui-ally  married  men, 
are  the  greatest  made  to  man  that  I 
know  of;  and  they  not  only  effect 
themselves,  but  the  whole  human  race 
also  for  good.  * 

Those  who  thus  argue  that  the  house 
of  Israel  had  no  right  to  be,  in  effect 


argue  that  David,  the  mighty  man  of 
faith,  the  slayer  of  Goliath,  “the  sweet 
singer  of  Israel,”  and  the  “man  after 
God’s  own  heart,”  had  no  right  to  be; 
aye  that  even  the  Saviour  himself  had 
no  right  to  be;  for  he  took  tabernacle 
in  David’s  lineage,  who  they  argue  was 
a very  wicked  man  during  his  whole 
ministry  as  a king.  They  will  argue 
with  great  vehemence  and  pound  it 
right  into  the  desk  with  terrific  force, 
that  no  man  could  be  a prophet  of  God 
who  had  more  than  one  wife,  and  just 
as  likely  as  not  the  same  evening,  you 
will  find  them  quoting  the  prophecies 
of  Jacob  and  Moses  and  David- -all  of 
whom  were  plurally  married  men — to 
prove  that  the  aborigines  of  America 
are  descendants  of  the  Patriai'ch 
Joseph!  You  see  it  is  not  supposable 
that  men  who  are  “drunk,  but  not  witn 
wine,  and  stagger,  but  not  with  strong 
drink,”  know  just  what  they  are  doing, 
any  more  than  those  who  are  drunk 
naturally  with  intoxicants.  This  is  the 
only  way  that  we  can  account  for  their 
aberations  and  inconsistencies.  This 
is  why  they  are  constantly  making  the 
Book  of  Mormon  and  the  Bible  an- 
tagonistic to  each  other;  for  the  Bible 
nowhere  tells  us  that  Abraham,  Isaac, 
Jacob,  Moses,  David  and  many  others, 
like  them,  plurally  married,  were  guil- 
ty of  whoredom;  and  the  Book  of  Mor- 
mon tells  us  very  plainly  that  whore- 
dom is  the  very  next  to  the  greatest 
crime  known  or  written;  namely  the. 
crime  of  shedding  innocent  blood,  or 
denying  the  Holy  Ghost.  (Book  of 
Alma,  chap.  19:1,  La.  Ed.) 

There  can  be  no  two  things  more  op- 
posite to  each  other  in  their  effects 
than  plural  marriage  and  whoredom; 
for  while  the  one,  plural  marriage,  is 
the  best  known  means  of  building  up 
and  improving  the  human  race;  tne 
other,  whox-edom,  is  the  best  known 
means  of  destroying  and  blotting  it 
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out.  The  contrast  is  as  wide  as  be- 
tween the  frozen  north,  “where  no 
sweet  flowers  the  gloomy  landscape 
cheer,  nor  plenteous  harvests  ci*own 
the  passing  year,”  and  the  cheering 
harvests  and  fruits  of  temperate 
regions.  In  other  and  more  proper 
terms,  the  contrast  is  as  wide  as  be- 
tween the  fragrance  and  beauty  of 
spring,  and  the  sewer  leading  from  a 
slaughter  house;  for  who  ever  knew 
off-spring  to  come  from  a house  of  ill 
fame?  Who  ever  knew  anything  but 
barrenness  and  desolation  and  the 
most  loathsome  diseases  come  from 
there?  Whoredom  is  the  cohabitation 
of  many  men  with  one  woman,  which 
brings  forth  nothing  but  corruption, 
barrenness,  short  life,  pain  and 
anguish;  while  plural  marriage  is  the 
joining  together  by  God’s  ordinance, 
several  virtuous  women  to  one  honor- 
able man,  who  is  bound  to  love,  cherish 
and  protect  them  and  their  offspring, 
as  if  they  were  all  of  but  one.  This  is 
the  marriage  of  the  Scriptures,  of  the 
Patriarchs,  and  the  righteous  men  of 
the  Bible.  And  the  man  who  can  see 
no  difference  between  a house  full  of 
precious  sous  and  daughters,  and  the 
deadly  and  loathsome  character  and 
abominations  of  whoredom,  he  would 
do  well  to  go  to  some  country  school 
for  a while  so  as  to  get  a knowledge  of 
the  simplest  English. 

The  Doc.  & Cov.  teaches  us  that  if  a 
man  looks  upon  a woman  to  lust  after 
her,  he  shall  loose  the  spirit  of  God, 
deny  the  faith,  and  “shall  not  have 
part  in  the  first  resurrection,”  and  will 
be  classed  among  the  fearful  and  un- 
believers, the  abominable  and  murder- 
ers, &c.,  (Rev.  21:8),  and  that  he  will  be 
cast  down  to  hell.  And  this  is  the 
judgment  which  the  Reorganized  and 
others  pronounce  upon  the  patriarchs 
of  the  Bible  and  upon  all  plurally  mar- 
ried men,  in  this  generation.  Did  Abra- 


ham, Isaac  and  Jacob  and  Moses  and 
David  deny  the  faith? 

Some  years  ago  I had  an  occasion  to 
visit  a Reorganized  family  in  Chicago 
and  one  of  their  apostles,  one  M.  T. 
Short,  was  there.  In  our  conversation 
I told  them  I was  a Strangite  Mormon. 
“Oh  ho,”  said  Mr.  Short,  “Strang  went 
into  polygamy,  and  is  gone  to  hell  long 
ago.”  “Why,  how  do  you  know,”  said 
I “that  he  is  gone  to  hell?”  “Oh,”  said 
he,  “that  is  where  all  that  class  of  men 
go.”  “If  all  that  class  of  men  go 
there,”  said  I,  “bow  was  it  that  Abra- 
ham, Isaac  and  Jacob  managed  to  es- 
I cape  hell  and  get  into  the  kingdom  of 
j God?”  “for,”  said  I,  “the  Lord  Jesus 
' says  that  many  shall  come  from  the 
east  and  the  west  and  shall  sit  down 
with  Abraham,  Isaac  and  Jacob  in  the 
kingdom  of  God?”  This  question  evi- 
dently puzzled  Mr.  Short  and 
after  a little  eflfort  to  put  on  little 
semblance  of  being  right,  said  to 
the  head  of  the  house,  “this  house  is 
yours,  and  you  can  do  with  it  as  you 
think  proper,  but  if  it  was  mine,  this 
fellow  could  not  stay  here  ten  min- 
utes.” I saw  that  Mr.  Short  was  not  a 
man  of  peace,  so  I left  the  house  and 
came  away.  But  the  questions  put  by 
me  to  Mr.  Short,  are  the  questions 
which  I put  to  all  Mr.  Short’s  brethren. 
Let  them  answer  them;  then  we  have  a 
goodly  number  of  others  equally  inter- 
esting to  all  those  who  say  that  all  the 
leading  men  of  the  Bible  are  gone  to 
hell.  If  James  J.  Strang  is  gone  to 
hell,  then,  so  is  Joseph  Smith;  and  if 
they  are  gone  there  then  so  are  all  the 
leading  men  of  the  Bible.  If  the  latter 
are  in  the  kingdom  of  heaven,  which 
we  firmly  believe,  then  so  are  James  J. 
Strang  and  his  predecessor,  Joseph 
Smith.  James  J.  Strang,  so  far  as  I 
can  discern,  was  just  as  good  a man  as 
any  which  the  Bible  gives  us  any  ac- 
count of,  with  one  exception,  that  is. 
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the  Lord  Jesus  Christ  himself;  aud 
just  as  good  a man  as  any  the  Book  of 
Mormon  gives  us  any  account  of,  with 
the  same  exception.  When  a man  re- 
jects a prophet  of  God,  if  he  is  ever 
saved,  he  must  come  right  around  to 
the  very  point  on  which  he  rejected 
him,  and  take  hold  right  where  he  let 
go  of  him,  or  he  cannot  be  saved.  The 
Jews  must  come  right  around  where 
their  fathers  rejected  the  Saviour,  and 
take  hold  of  his  testimonies  just  where 
their  fathers  should  have  taken  hold, 
or  they  never  will  be  saved.  Just  so 
with  all  others  who  have  rejected  any 
prophet  whom  God  has  over  sent. 
They  never  can  get  beyond  the  testi- 
mony of  those  prophets,  into  the  king- 
dom of  God.  And  on  the  strength  of 
this  great  fact,  I give  it  as  my  most 
honest  conviction  that  neither  Brig- 
hamites,  Josephites  or  Hedrickites  will 
ever  be  saved,  nor  will  they  ever  lay  a 
stone  in  that  great  Temple  to  be  built 
in  Independence,  Jackson  county,  Mis- 
souri, until  they  come  round  aud  ac- 
knowledge the  claims  of  Mr.  Strang  to 
be  true,  and  that  God  through  Joseph 
Smith  gave  him  that  revelation  of  ap- 
pointment to  the  Prophetic  office.  Let 
them  try  their  own  ways  to  their 
heart’s  content  and  see  how  they  will 
prosper  in  building  that  house,  while 
they  have  rejected  both  Joseph  and 
James  as  prophets  of  God.  I would 
just  as  soon  think  that  the  Jews  would 
have  prospered  after  rejecting  John 
the  Baptist,  and  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ, 
or  that  any  other  people  would  ever 
have  prospered  after  rejecting  the 
prophets  sent  unto  them.  O ye  people 
called  Latter  Day  Saints,  arouse  ye 
from  your  drunken  sleep  and  dream- 
ing, and  tight  no  more  against  that 
which  God  reveals  through  his  Holy 
Prophets.  Let  the  testimony  of  God 
through  his  Holy  Prophets  be  true, 
though  it  makes  all  men  liars.  Cease 


to  regard  unauthoi'ized  men  as  proph- 
ets of  God,  whose  testimony  and  teach- 
ings make  folly  of  the  word  of  God  and 
lead  men  to  destruction. 

To  conclude,  let  me  say  to  all  con- 
cerned, that  in  my  intercourse  among 
my  fellow  men,  I never  mention  the 
doctrine  of  polygamy  or  plural  mar- 
riage unless  it  is  first  introduced  to  me 
by  them,  and  as  it  has  often  been  re- 
proachfully thrown  in  my  teeth  on  ac- 
count of  my  regarding  Mr.  Strang  as 
Joseph  Smith’s  lawful  successor,  I have 
been  under  the  necessity  of  thorough- 
ly investigating  his  claims  and  the 
doctrine  which  he  has  brought  to  light, 
plural  marriage  as  well  as  everything 
else  which  he  has  revealed  and  trans- 
lated, as  he  has  done  by  Urim  and 
Thummim.  I have  no  objection  to  be- 
ing questioned  as  to  my  belief  in  any 
of  those  principles.  I regard  them  as 
unanswerable,  but  still  invite  all  to 
investigate  for  themselves.  I do  not 
preach  nor  intend  to  preach  anything 
among  men  but  the  first  principles  of 
of  the  gospel,  for  that  is  enjoined  upon 
all  the  elders  among  the  Latter  Day 
Saints.  But  when  Mr.  Strang’s  claims 
and  character  are  assailed  I am  bound 
to  defend  him,  and  I feel  that  in  de- 
fending Mr.  Strang  and  his  claims  that 
I am  defending  the  claims  of  Joseph 
Smith  and  the  claims  of  all  the  proph- 
ets and  great  men  of  the  Bible;  for 
whatever  Mr.  Strong  was,  they  wei'O. 
If  Mr.  Strang  deserves  only  the  name 
of  libertine  and  whoremonger,  etc., 
none  of  the  great  men  of  Bible  were 
anything  more,  for  they  are  all,  in  one 
way  and  another  equally  involved  in 
the  practice  of  plural  marriage;  if  not 
in  the  actual  practice,  in  upholding 
those  who  were;  and  in  sustaining  the 
law  that  justified  and  commanded  it. 
And  in  this,  who  is  more  responsible 
for  plural  marriage  aud  its  practice, 
than  the  God  of  Israel  himself,  and  the 
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angels  of  His  presence  who  were  their 
best  friends,  their  greatest  benefactors, 
their  greatest  protectors  and  defend- 
ers, and  in  bestowing  upon  them  such 
great  blessings  as  they  have  upon  no 
other  people.  So  we  solemnly  repeat, 
that  if  the  angels  of  God  and  the  God 
of  Israel  could  not  bless,  minister  to, 
associate  with,  communicate  or  reveal 
his  word  to  Mr.  Strang  because  of 
plural  marriage;  then  He  could  not  for 
the  very  same  reason  have  ever  spok- 
en to,  associated  with,  made  great 
promises  to,  or  blessed  the  Patriarchs 
of  the  Bible  as  he  has  blessed  none 
other,  for  He  clj^inffes  not,  you  know. 
For  “from  age  to  age  He-  is  the  same, 
and  varies  not,”  having  no  respect  of 
persons.  Hence  the  whole  story  of  the 
Bible  from  Adam  to  John  and  Jesus  is 
a wholesale  fraud  and  a lie,  not  worth 
the  paper  upon  which  it  is  written. 
So  we  may  take  either  horn  of  this 
dilemma  as  we  choose.  There  is  no 
escaping  this  conclusion.  On  the  con- 
trary, if  God  did  really  communicate 
with  and  so  bless  those  best  and  most 
honorable  men  of  the  Bible,  who  were 
plurally  married,  I see  no  reason  why 
He  would  not  be  as  likely  to  reveal 
himself  to,  and  bless  Mr.  Strang  in 
like  manner  as  any  one  of  those  an- 
cients, for  Mr.  Strang,  viewed  from  any 
point  was  just  as  good  a man  as  any 
one  man  of  the  Bible,  with  the  afore- 
said exception;  just  as  veracious  a 
man,  just  as  faithful  a man,  just  as 
obedient  a man,  just  as  righteous  a 
man,  just  as  meek  and  patient  a man, 
just  as  virtuous  a man,  just  as  prayer- 
ful and  religious  a man,  just  as  able 
and  as  capable  a man  as  any  the  Bible 
speaks  of.  Mighty  in  eloquence, 
mighty  in  counsel,  mighty  in  the  wis- 
dom and  knowledge  of  God,  mighty  in 
.judgment,  mighty  in  argument,  mighty 
in  logic,  mighty  in  valor,  and  mighty 


in  behalf  of  the  oppressed,  and  the 
poor  and  needy, 

I have  wondered  more  than  once  at 
the  anxiety  and  eagerness  with  which 
professors  of  Mormonism  will  pick  up 
and  publish  the  finds  of  antiquarians; 
relics  of  a once  enlightened  race  on 
this  continent,  which  they  are  unable  to 
decipher,  or  tell  the  name  of  the  author' 
or  the  object  of  it.  But  here  in'Voree 
some  of  the  most  marvelous  things 
have  been  brought  to  light  and  the 
author  and  object  duly  translated  by 
Urim  and  Thummim,  but  dear  me, 
these  people  would  hardly  touch  them 
with  one  of  their  fingers,  for  fear  their 
pure  souls  might  be  pointed  by  the 
touch  of  anything  Strangite.  No  mad 
dog  was  ever  any  more  afraid  of,  or 
horrified  at  the  sight  of  water,  than 
those  spurious  Mormons  are  of  any- 
thing belonging  to  Strangism.  These 
are  Mormons  who  don’t  believe  in 
Mormonism  and  who  are  ashamed  to 
be  called  Mormons.  They  reprove 
Hedrickites  for  refusing  to  believe  in 
Joseph  Smith  as  a prophet  of  God  be- 
yond 1833-4,  but  they  themselves  do 
the  same  thing  only  a little  later  on. 
The  difference  is  only  in  the  number 
of  the  revelations  rejected.  It  is  just 
as  great  a crime  to  reject  the  one  ap- 
pointed by  revelation  through  Joseph, 
as  Joseph  himself.  But  come  to  think, 
he  that  rejects  either  one,  rejects  both. 
It  matters  not  how  much  they  may 
deny  being  apostates,  they  are  apos- 
tates just  the  same.  So  there  is  no 
difference  between  Hedrickites,  Reor- 
ganized or  Brighamites.  They  are  all 
apostates, 

I thought  at  the  commencement  of 
this  I should  write  but  a few  lines  and 
send  them  to  Mr.  Haldeman,  but  I 
have  been  thus  led  on. 

Wingfield  Watson. 


